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I. COMMENT ON [1] In Section III of [1] , (6) It is clear that the term e j(2=P )k was neglected in (1). The proof of (2) 1 will be given in the Appendix. Correspondingly, (7) and (8) Based on (3) and (4), the modified timing and frequency offset estimators are given as follows:
while the estimators in [1] are
From our corrected estimators (5) and (6), it can be found that the timing offset estimator is the same as [1] , while the frequency offset estimator should be modified by the term of (0N).
II. SIMULATION RESULTS
In this section, we present the Monte Carlo simulation to evaluate the performance of the modified estimator. All of the simulation assumptions are the same as [1] . Since the two timing offset estimators are identical, we only propose the MSE property of the modified frequency offset estimator of (6) .
As seen in Fig. 1 , the MSE property of the modified frequency offset estimator is better than the original estimator, especially when the frequency offset is large. Moreover, the MSE of the modified estimator does not vary with SNR, which means our new estimator is also reliable [1] .
III. CONCLUSION
In this comment, an incorrect equation in [1] is pointed out. The correct version of the equation and corresponding estimator is then proposed. Simulation results illustrate the performance of our modified estimator is better than the original one in [1] .
APPENDIX
In this section, we present the detailed derivation of (2) .
Proof: 
